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Appearances; Philip E. Callis, Attorney for California State
Empl oyees’ Association; Gerald A Becker, Attorney for The
Regents of the University of California.

Bef ore Hesse, Chairperson; Mrgenstern and Burt, Menbers.
DECI SI ON
MORGENSTERN, Menber: The Public Enpl oynent Rel ati ons Board
(PERB or Board), having duly considered the request for
reconsideration11 filed by the California State Enpl oyees'

Associ ation (CSEA), hereby denies that request.

'PERB Rules are codified at California Adm nistrative
Code, title 8, section 31001 et seq. PERB rule 32410(a)
provi des:

Any party to a decision of the Board itself
may, because of extraordinary circunstances,
file a request to reconsider the decision
. The grounds for requesting
reconsi deration are limted to claims that
the decision of the Board itself contains
prejudicial errors of fact, or newy
di scovered evidence or |aw which was not
previously avail able and could not have been
di scovered with the exercise of reasonable
di li gence.



DI SCUSSI ON

In the underlying decision, the Board held that the Regents
of the
of California (University) did not violate

provi sions of the H gher Education Enpl oyer-Enpl oyee Rel ations
Act (I—EERA)2 by refusing to permt an enployee utilizing the
grievance or admnistrative review procedures to be acconpani ed
by nore than one representative. The Board held that the
record failed to denonstrate that the University's
one-representative rule caused harmto individual enployees,
was inherently destructive of HEERA, or tended to harm
protected rights.

In its reconsideration request, CSEA nerely reargues the
factual and |egal conclusions it unsuccessfully asserted in the
underlying case. Such previously addressed contentions fail to

denonstrate the necessary extraordinary circunstances. R 0

Hondo Conmmunity College District (5/16/83) PERB Decision No.

279a; Qakland Unified School District (12/31/82) PERB Deci sion

No. 236a; Redl ands Unified School District (11/15/82) PERB

Deci sion No. 235a; Livernore Valley Joint Unified School
District (10/21/81) PERB Order No. JR-9. Accordingly, CSEA s

request for reconsideration is denied.

2HEERA is codified at Government Code section 3560 et seq.



ORDER
The Board DENI ES the request for reconsideration of PERB
Deci si on No. 308-H.

Chai r person Hesse and Menber Burt joined in this Decision.



